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Introduction 

The following is in response to the Examiner's Answer mailed January 3, 

2001. 



Rejection of Claims 31-85 Under 35 U.S.C. § 112. first paragraph 

The Examiner maintains that the phrases "the aggregate" and "aggregate 
binding region" constitute new matter. The Examiner in particular states that the 
term aggregate carries meanings that are not supported by the specification. 
Appellants respectfully submit that the Examiner has missed the point with 
respect to the issue of new matter. Appellants urge that the relevant legal issue 
is not whether all possible meanings of a term are supported by the disclosure, 
but rather whether the disclosure including the specification and claims indicate 
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that at the time of invention the inventors had possession of the claimed subject 
matter. 

Appellants submit that the Examiner has not met this legal standard. 
Appellants have made specific reference to teachings and figures of the 
specification that demonstrate possession of the "aggregate" of two or more 
probes that make up probe C and that is consistent with the common definitions 
of "aggregate" as set forth in the Webster's II Riverside University Dictionary 
("Webster's II") (Exhibit A) 1 and the Stedman's Medical Dictionary (Exhibit B) 
(see Appeal Brief at pages 8-10). However, the Examiner has continuously and 
improperly ignored Appellants' definition of "aggregate" as supported by the 
specification. Instead, the Examiner has relied on other less common definitions 
and selectively focused on certain exotic definitions of "aggregate" without 
engaging in any discussion whatsoever as to whether in view of the common 
definition of "aggregate", the specification and claims evidence possession of the 
operation of the two or more probes (e.g., C1 and C2) acting as a whole when 
binding to the nucleic acid A as has been asserted by Appellants. Appellants 
submit that this is particularly troublesome since the Examiner acknowledges that 
the specification discloses that two or more probes can be used together (see 
Examiner's Answer at pages 4-5). 

Appellants have previously noted the definition of "aggregate" as it is 
found in the generic "Webster's II" dictionary. By generic Appellants mean that 
the dictionary is not tailored to any specific discipline, for instance medicine. The 

1 Please also see the definition of "aggregate" as found in the Merriajn-Webster On-line 
Collegiate Dictionary (m-w.com) (Exhibit C). 
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various definitions of "aggregate" appearing in this dictionary source focus on the 
concept of treating a total mass, sum or whole with reference to its constituent 
parts or units. Appellants note that the most revealing omission by the Examiner 
is the complete failure to specifically address Appellants' arguments with respect 
to this common definition and specifically explain why the teachings of the 
specification as set forth by Appellants are inconsistent with this definition (see 
Appeal Brief at pages 8-10). Rather than specifically address Appellants' 
arguments, the Examiner for some unexplained reason has continued to address 
only certain other less relevant definitions while proffering a new and irrelevant 
definition of "aggregate" that pertains to the field of zoology. 

Appellants note that the Examiner has continuously relied on the 
Stedman's definition which indicates that "aggregate" means "[t]o unite or come 
together in a mass or cluster." (see Examiner's Answer dated January 3, 2001 at 
page 5; Office Action dated March 10, 2000 at page 2). Indeed, the Examiner 
has continuously ignored the other definition of Stedman's which states that the 
term "aggregate" means the "[t]he total of individual units making up a mass or 
cluster". Ignoring such definition, the Examiner asserts that the specification 
does not describe or discuss "aggregates" and therefore the description does not 
support "aggregate" (see Examiner's Answer at page 4; Office Action of March 
10, 2000 at page 2). However, Appellants note that the Examiner concedes that 
1) "[t]he specification instead describes a triple stranded binding region with two 
independent probes C1 and C2"; and 2) "the examiner does not disagree with 
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the assertion that two or more probes C may be used" (see Examiner's Answer 

at page 4-5). Moreover, Appellants have argued that: 

the claimed invention is directed to triple stranded complexes which 
include one or more probes C which, in the aggregate, include a 
base sequence different from the base sequence of probe B. The 
one or more binding probes C, in the aggregate, also include an 
aggregate binding region which is longer as compared with the 
binding region of probe B. As asserted during prosecution of the 
present invention, the language "aggregate" and "aggregate binding 
region" indicates that there can be more than one probe C binding 
to nucleic acid A where probe B is bound. In other words, at the 
location where probe B is bound to nucleic acid A, it is not required 
that one continuous strand of probe C binds to nucleic acid A. 
Instead, there can be several different probes C which bind to 
different regions of nucleic acid A at the same time; 

and 



the specification at page 17, bottom paragraph teaches that where 
the two probes C1 and C2 are used, the two can act together to 
promote the binding of a probe B to the nucleic acid A." (see 
Appeal Brief at pages 8-9). 



Appellants submit that in view of the Examiner's admissions as well as the 
express teachings of the specification, it is clear that definition of Stedman's not 
considered by the Examiner is particularly relevant to the claimed subject matter 
because the total of the two or more individual probes C (e.g., C1 and C2) 
represent the units that make up the mass (the aggregate of the probes) that 
act together to promote the binding of a probe B to the nucleic acid A as 
specifically described by Appellants' application. It is therefore clear that such a 
definition is entirely consistent with the description of the invention, and 
consequently, its inclusion in the claims does not constitute new matter. 
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Nevertheless, the Examiner has conveniently and improperly avoided 
addressing the relevant legal issue by avoiding any discussion of Appellants' 
definition for "aggregate" as supported by the specification. Instead, the 
Examiner has selectively relied on one of the two possible definitions of 
"aggregate" found in the Stedman's dictionary in maintaining the rejection. 
Moreover, the Examiner has now provided a newly cited definition of "aggregate" 
that supposedly originates from the Merriam-Webster's Medical Desk Dictionary 
but instead is from an unidentified on-line Medical Dictionary source (Exhibit D) 
(See Examiner's Answer dated January 3, 2001 at page 5) 2 Appellants note that 
since the claimed invention is not specifically related to the field of medicine or 
medical devices, it is unclear as to why the Examiner persistently relies on 
medical dictionaries and their more exotic and specific definitions, as compared 
with more common definitions for the term "aggregate". Appellants note in 
particular that the Examiner has advanced no reason for the absolute reliance on 
such exotic definitions to the complete exclusion of any discussion regarding the 
more common and general definition offered by Appellants as found in Webster's 
II dictionary. 

Appellants submit that not only are they unable to confirm the source of 
the Examiner's newly articulated definition of "aggregate", but that such definition 

2 Appellants were unable to find the source for this Webster On-line Medical Dictionary since 
there is no indication of source on the page and the URL was not of sufficient clarity to perform 
verification. Although Appellants have been unable to locate this on-line source submitted by 
the Examiner, Appellants refer to the Merriam Webster On-Line Dictionary which is the most 
closely related on-line source that Appellants are able to access. It is clear from this dictionary 
source that "aggregate" refers to treating a number of units or parts as a whole as Appellants 
have continuously argued is meant by the claim language and fully supported by the written 
description of the invention. 
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is clearly identified as being related to zoology. Such relationship to zoology is 
clear given the marking <zoology> as well as the terms "subgenus", "genus" and 
"subspecies" which are included in the definition. Although it is agreed that this 
newly asserted definition does not shed light on any interpretation of the claimed 
subject matter and its associated description, Appellants do not understood why 
the Examiner would seek to rely on a medical definition that pertains to the field 
of zoology when evaluating the non-medical claimed subject matter as 
compared with relying on a common definition for "aggregate". Appellants submit 
that if the more common definition is applied, 3 it is patently clear that the 
specification fully supports this choice of descriptive language for articulation of 
the claimed subject matter. 

Therefore, Appellants urge that the Examiner has failed to set forth any 
reason for the improper and absolute reliance on exotic and discipline specific 
definitions to the exclusion of more common definitions as supported by the 
specification. Appellants urge that their arguments proffered during prosecution 
and on appeal are correct, and accordingly, the rejection should be withdrawn. 

Rejection of claims 31-85 under 35 U.S.C. $112. second paragraph 

The Examiner maintains that the phrase "in the aggregate" lacks 
antecedent basis. The Examiner in particular states that Appellants' Appeal Brief 
does not address the basis for such rejection. Appellants submit that this is 
incorrect. Appellants have specifically argued this issue in their assertions that 

3 Such as those found in Webster's II New Riverside University Dictionary, Stedman's Medical 
Dictionary and Merriam-Webster's On-line Collegiate Dictionary (m-w.com). 
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those of skill in the art would understand the meaning of the phrases "the 
aggregate" and "aggregate binding region" as used in the context of the claims 
and considered in light of the teachings of the application as filed (see the Appeal 
Brief at page 11). Appellants furthermore urge that this rejection be resolved in 
Appellants' favor as the phrases "the aggregate" and "aggregate binding region" 
do not constitute new matter (see RESPONSE UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1.116 dated 
June 28, 2000 at page 23). Appellants submit that neither the phrase "in the 
aggregate" or "aggregate binding region" constitute new matter, and therefore, 
the specification necessarily provides antecedent basis for the phrase "in the 
aggregate". 

Rejection of Claims 31-85 Under 35 U.S.C. $ 112. second paragraph 

The Examiner maintains that the phrase "an aggregate binding region" is 
unclear. The Examiner in particular argues that so long as more than one 
definition exists for a claim term or phrase, that term or phrase is prima facia 
indefinite (see Examiner's Answer at page 6). Appellants note that not only does 
the Examiner cite no authority for such a statement of law, but that the Examiner 
is clearly in error. 

The law pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph clearly requires 
that in determining whether the claims describe the invention with a reasonable 
degree of certainty, the claim language must be analyzed in light of the 
specification as filed and the teachings of the prior art (see MPEP § 2173.05(a); 
In re Moore, 439 F.2d 1232, 169 U.S.P.Q. 236 (C.C.P.A. 1971)). Appellants note 
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that given such a legal requirement, it is irrelevant whether a particular claim term 
or phrase has more than one or even hundreds of possible definitions. The issue 
that must be determined is whether the claim term or phrase is clear in view of 
the description of the invention set forth in the specification. 

Nevertheless, the Examiner cursorily provides two definitions for the term 
"aggregate" and argues that the claim must be unclear. Appellants submit that 
such a statement not only ignores the relevant legal standard, but amounts to the 
complete absence of consideration regarding more common definitions for 
"aggregate" with respect to the teachings of the specification and the prior art. 
Appellants therefore submit that the rejection is improper as it does not address 
the proper legal standard for determining whether claim language is indefinite. 

Appellants also note that the Examiner baldly asserts that "the examiner 
has offered evidence why the term was indefinite, namely, it is unclear whether 
the aggregate binding region is located on nucleic acid A or located on nucleic 
acid C and what physical and chemical features define the aggregate binding 
region." (see Examiner's Answer at page 6). However, Appellants submit with all 
due respect that such comments do not amount to evidence, but rather 
questions 4 which have been answered more than once by Appellants with 
reference to facts and evidence as disclosed by the instant specification (see 
Appeal Brief at pages 12-13; RESPONSE UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1.116 dated June 



4 Since they are mere questions, they stand as bald assertions that are not supported by fact or 
evidence and are therefore not a proper basis to support a rejection. See In re Sichert, 566 F.2d 
1154, 1164, 196 U.S.P.Q. 209, 217 (C.C.P.A. 1977). 
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28, 2000). 5 Appellants note that by specifically answering such questions, the 
burden shifts to the Examiner to explain why the referenced teachings of the 
specification do not render the claims definite under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second 
paragraph (In re Moore, 58 C.C.P.A. 1042, 439 F.2d 1232, 169 U.S.P.Q. 236 
(C.C.P.A. 1971)). Therefore, the instant rejection is clearly in error as the 
Examiner has not only ignored the relevant legal standard, but completely 
ignored the express teachings of the specification as set forth by Appellants. 

Rejection of claims 31-85 under 35 U.S.C. 5 102(b) 

The Examiner maintains that certain claims are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(b) as being anticipated by Svinarchuk et al. (J. Biol. Chem. 1995, Vol. 
270(23), pages 14068-71). Appellants note that the Examiner's clarification with 
respect to which claims are presently rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) is much 
appreciated (see Examiner's Answer at page 8). 

Nevertheless, Appellants submit that that the instant rejection should be 
withdrawn. Appellants note that the Examiner implies that the insertion of a size 
limitation for nucleic acid binding probe C would obviate the rejection since the 

5 The specification is part of the record. See In re Wiseman, 596 F.2d 1019, 1023, 201 U.S.P.Q. 658, 
661 (C.C.P.A. 1979) (court looks to specification for support regarding applicant's claims); In re 
Schulze, 346 F.2d 600, 602, 145 U.S.P.Q. 716, 718 (C.C.P.A. 1965) ("[n]or do we find anything in the 
record by way of disclosure or affidavit . . . ." ). Moreover, 

In detenruning whether the invention as a whole would have been obvious 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103, we must first delineate the invention as a whole. In 
delineating the invention as a whole, we look not only to the subject matter 
which is literally recited in the claim in question (the ratio of values) but also to 
those properties of the subject matter which are inherent in the subject matter 
and are disclosed in the specification . 

In re Antonie, 559 F.2d 618, 619, 195 U.S.P.Q. 6, 8 (Fed. Cir. 1977) (emphasis added). 
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triplexes of Svinarchuk et al. are allegedly otherwise identical to the triplexes of 
the claimed invention (see Examiner's Answer at page 8). The Examiner also 
argues that a probe and nucleic acid molecule are the same but for an intended 
use (see Examiner's Answer at page 9) 6 Furthermore, the Examiner maintains 
that "[a] probe is simply a piece of nucleic acid and the art teaches that nucleic 
acids may be used as a probe" and such a "definition does not differentiate the 
probe of the invention from the nucleic acid of Svinarchuk" (see Examiner's 
Answer at page 9). 

Appellants note as a preliminary matter that the Examiner's asserted 
definition of probe is provided without any authority whatsoever, and therefore, 
such a bald assertion that is entitled to no weight, in re Sichert, 566 F.2d 1154, 
1164, 196 U.S.P.Q. 209, 217 (C.C.P.A., 1977). Appellants note that the only 
definition for a probe presently on record is that definition provided by Appellants 
that must be considered in interpreting the scope of the claims and with respect 
to the arguments set forth in the Appeal Brief (see Appeal Brief at page 16). 

Appellants have previously noted that in determining whether the rejection 
is deficient it must be determined whether Svinarchuk et al. discloses the use of 
two binding probes or a single probe. Both Appellants and the Examiner 
agree that Svinarchuk et al. discloses the use of a single probe, (see Examiner's 
Answer at page 7; Office Action dated March 10, 2000 at page 5). Appellants 
have argued that "a device (as an ultrasound generator) or substance (as DNA in 
genetic research) used to obtain specific information for diagnostic or 

6 Appellant note that this argument of "intended use" is the first time such argument has been 
proffered in the record but is nevertheless clearly erroneous. 
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experimental purposes" is a well accepted definition of probe that is consistent 
with the claimed invention (see Appea! Brief at page 16). For example, the 
claimed invention includes a method for determining a nucleic acid A 8 wherein 
two probes are used to interrogate the nucleic acid A to thereby facilitate the 
claimed method of determination. Since the nucleic acid A is the object of the 
interrogation, its sequence determines the sequence and structure of the probes 
that will interrogate nucleic acid A and effect the determination. Since the two 
probes comprise a structure and function that is defined with respect to the 
nucleic acid A, they are not merely nucleic acid molecules of undefined structure 
or mere intended use as has been asserted by the Examiner. 9 In contrast, the 
Svinarchuk et al. reference discloses a single probe that hybridizes to a double 
stranded nucleic acid and thereby effects the determination of the double 
stranded plasmid. 10 Although the Examiner asserts that one of the strands of the 
nucleic acid analyte to be determined is a probe because it is a nucleic acid, this 



7 This definition has authority in the Merriam- Webster On-line Dictionary 

8 The nucleic acid A is described in the specification at page 5. 

9 Appellants note that in practice an ordinary practitioner would design a method (e.g., claim 31) 
to determine a specific nucleic acid target molecule (e.g., nucleic acid A). The structure of each of 
the probes would be designed to produce molecules that interrogate a sample for nucleic acid A, 
such that the determination of nucleic add A results in accordance with the assay. Since the 
structure of the probes is of defined structure (albeit defined with respect to the nucleic acid A), 
they are not defined only by function or intended use. Appellants note that this is clear because 
not any nucleic acid can be used as a probe in the assay method for a particular nucleic acid A. 
Rather, only select molecules of highly defined sequence are suitable. 

10 In stark contrast to the claimed invention, the triplex of Svinarchuk et al. differs from the 
claimed invention because only one probe has been designed to interrogate a sample for a double 
stranded plasmid. As previously noted, this fact has been repeatedly acknowledged by the 
Examiner during prosecution and is itself evidence of the Examiner's own understanding of the 
defining characteristics of a probe-target interaction. Hence, the triplex of Svinarchuk et al. is a 
composition formed from a double stranded target nucleic acid (e.g., nucleic acid analyte) and a 
single probe. By comparison, the triplex of the claimed invention comprises at least two probes 
and one strand of a nucleic acid analyte. 
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determination is fatally flawed because the nucleic acid strand to be determined 
(e.g., the nucleic acid analyte) cannot, by definition, be a probe. 

Therefore, the Examiner's characterization of Svinarchuk et al. is in error 
in view of the accepted definition of probe and with respect to the claimed 
invention. The triplex of Svinarchuk et at. does not include two probes and 
therefore cannot anticipate the claimed invention. 



Conclusion 

For all the reasons set forth herein and in the Brief on Appeal, Appellants 
respectfully request that the Honorable Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences reverse each rejection of the claimed invention. 

Should any fees be due with respect to the filing of this paper, 
please charge Deposit Account No. 01-2300. 

Respectfully submitted, 
ARENT FOX KINTNER PLOTKIN & KAHN, PLLC 

Hans J. CreSt5y 
Attorney for Appellants 
Reg. No. 44,634 

Atty. Docket No. 108382-08067 

1050 Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Suite 600 
Washington, D.C. 20036-5339 
Tel: (202)775-5772 
Fax: (202)638-4810 

HJC:cla 

Enclosures: Exhibits A-D 

Associate Power of Attorney & Change of Address 
Check No. ^\£otfL 



13 




EXHIBIT A 



01/22/01 10:42 @703 308 4426 



TC 1600 



©004 



tT^ ^lr f * Uthori ^vc sources. No investigation 
.lias beta made of common-law trademark rights in anv 

...that a« known to have ton*, rations kre«hown with 

induMon of any word in this Dictionary is not, Wv Cr 1 
«pr«s,on of the Publisher's opinionTco wheVha „To " 
. .« s^cct to p^cury.^ts. indeed, no definition in tW 

IS W 0 * * - « transmitted in 

ir^photo^p^g^^o^ 

age ^or nmewljjwem without the prior written permission 
of Houghton Mifflin Company unless such copying is ex 
P«*ly permitted by federal copyright law. Address in- 

^ c Houghton Mifflin Com- 

pany, 222 Berkeley Street, Boston, MA 021 16. 

Ubrary of Congress Cataloging in Publication Data 
Main entry under title: 

Webster's II new Riverside university dictionary. 

luL?? Sh lan ^~ Di ^° «aries. I. Riverside Pub- 
lishing Company, n. Title: Webster's two new Riverside 
umversuy dictionary, m. Title: Webster's 2 new ' 
side university dictionary 
PE1625.W044 i»84 423 83-3799 
ISBN: 0-395-339S7-X (thumb index, trade edition! 
0-395-37928-8 (high school edition] 

Manufactured in the United States of America 
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aggrandize.. .agony, 



ag-Yxsn-dizc {^In'dlx', -igW) vt -dixcd, -dixHn*, -dla-c*. 

[Fr aggwuicuc,. aggrnnrfriV: ; a-, to {< Lai. ad-) + gr anrffy tp grow 
. .larger < Lat grandire <: graiidis. .targe-] 1 To increase the scope of : 
•- extlnd. 2.To make greater in power, influence, or reputation. 3. To 
exaggerate etc qualities of : EXALT. — Ag-snu'diie-mtnt (>grin'- 
diz-num, dlz'-) □_ — •asfgiw'dis'cr a " ■ 

aygra'Vate (Igrntixr) vt. .need, -vat-tna, -▼*te*. [Lat ogrrn- 
vare; aggro vut- ; ai to + grnvare, ha burden < gravis, heavy;] LTo 
make won* < bronchitis aggraratadby .smoxing> 2. Informal To 
annoy <a talkative undent who aggravated the teacher> — ag'sixv 
wVing-ly adv. — aarvnrWtive fid/. -NVgn-ra'tax n. is*-.-* . 

aggravated assault n. law. Any; of -various assaults that arc 
more serious than a common aiu tilt, esp. oncperfonned with intent 
to commit a crime. •. . *. :-•."> ! . 

apgru'va-tton <ar/re-vS'dwn} al The act of affravating or state 
of being aggravated. 2. One that irritates or maku worse. 1. Informal. 
Annoyance : vexation;- ' ' 

ag-grc-gat£ adj. [MEaggregat < Ut aggregare, to add to 

: «o\ to + gTcgaTc to collect <,grex. flock.] 1 Gathered together 
into a mass constituting a' whole: L flot. Crowded ox massed into a 
dense duster. 3. Composed -of a mixture of mineral* separable by 
mechanical means, — n. (-gjt) ; L A total- or whole considered with 
reference to its constituent parts <an empire that was the aggregate 
of many states > 2. The mineral materials, as sand or stone, used in 
making concrete. — n. (-gaO -gat-ed. -sat-tng, .gate*. L To gather 
into a mass, sum, or whole. 2. To amount to. — «j/gnrga*o'ly'a<iV. 
— **'5r«- S atian n. -^sre-ga'trvc act/, — asr'gtfrsa'tar n. .-. 
aggregate fruit n. A fruit, as the raspberry, developed from the 
pistils of a single flower and consisting of a mass of drupelets 




. aggregate fruit 

Two types of agguiau /rait: 
.(left) a rajpberjy and (right) 
' , a strawberry 



aS-snsBXagris-yvL -s*e»cd, -srwixis. -sroro. [Fr. aggrewer 
< Lat. aggredi : ad-, toward +11(107. to. pi ] To commit aggression. 

4S*grrs-sion (a-grtsb'an) n. 1. initiation of forceful, usu.- hostile 
action against another : attack. 2. The practice of attacking or en- 
croaching, esp. in violation of .territorial rights : invasion, 3. Psycho- 

. anal. Hostile action or behavior. . . 

ag»gres-fllv-e.(>grfs'rvji ad(. 1. Hostile : combative. 2. a. Energetic 
and enterprising, b, Boldly assertive. _ asrsrea'sl-rc-ly adv. -U«- 
grea'tlveiieu a. - ■ 

ag-gres-sox (a-greyarj a. One chat engages in aggression. 

ag-grieve (>greV) vt, -grieved, nieHag, -srlevea. [ME ogit- 
...ven < OFr. agrever. < Lat aggtavare, to make worse. — see acgra. 
VATB.J JL To distress or afflict. 2. To in Kue uniustly. ■ 

aggrieved (a-grevdO adj. I. Feeling distress pj affliction. 2. Treated 
wrongly : omSDLD. 3. Law. Treated unjustly, as by, a decision of a 
court. -«««rteVea-Iy .{ 3 -grt'vI(H£) adv. -«* r8 iieT'edne» a. 

a-giia..(a'g3, jg's) a var. of aca. 

a-gJiaat (a-glsf) adj. [ME agofi, jxpart of agasten. to frighten : o- 
(intensive) + gastcn, to frighten cOE.gautan < xdst, ghost] 
Stricken with horror: awailsd. . .. J 

ag-ile (aj'ai; ajUO adf. [OFr.'< Lat. agiiiix ogere, to impel.] L Able 
to move quickly and easily,: NIMBLE. 2, Mentally alert. -u*Ue<Jy 
adv. -4g*iI e .a«M» n. ^a-gU'i-ty {a jn'I-te) n. , ^ r 

ta*gin (a-gtnO prep. Regional 'Against.. ."- " 

ii')}as).p. 1. The process of becoming old or mature. 2. An 
artificial process for imparting the characteristics and properties of 
age, as to wood. . 
agH-o (ii'C-a') pi. -o* ptal. < Med. Ck. aliagion, exchange < 
aUa$£, change < alien, other.] JL A premium paid for exchanging one 
- currency for another. 2. An aUowance or piernium for" the difference 
in value between two currencies being exchanged, 
ag-i-tate (3H<af) v. -ca«d, -tafing, -tat«. [Ut ogitare. agi- 
tat-. freq..of agcre, to impel.] — vt. LTo move with sudden forceful- 
ness or violence <a hurricane agitating the trees> 2. To upset 
emotionally. 3. To try to arouse public interest in (eg. a cause) 
4.A7chflic. To ponder. over. — vi To stir up public interest in a 
cause. — ag'ttat'ed-ty (-ta'tld-le) adv. -otfita'tive ad; 
agn-tatinn (IjTa'shan) all The act of agiuting. K The state 
of being agitated. 2. Extreme emotional disturbance : Pestursattom. 
3. Arousal at public interest in a cause or controversial matter — ast'- 
l-ttt'tlim-ftl ad/. 

agni'tarto (2j'I-ta'to)"aii/. [lul. < Lat agitare, to agitate.] Mtii Fan 
and restlesi : ACtTATTD. —Used as a direction. — •s/i-ta'to adv. 



»8*tartor (ii^tirtar) n. J. One who agitates, esp. one whoi 
in poL Deal agitation. 2. A mechanism that. shakes or stirs 
wasrung machine..- as. mjj 

ag4t-prop (im-prop-) o. [B. ( department of agitation and ", 
ginda : agitatuya, agitation + propaganda, propaguida.1 < 
wst-ortented poUtical propaganda dS«rZated esT^ 
one, drama, an, or music 

. Gk. Myth. One of the Three Graces. 1 t 

a-gleam (»<Jem') ad(. & adv. Shirung brightly : qxamtuc 
ag-let (Wit) a [ME < Ofr/SS^TcT or^JS " * 
Oat acfciila, dim. of Ut. anu, needle.] L A tag orme^sn 
the end of a lace, cord, orribbon to racilitateits SSnT 
eyelet notes. 2. An omamtntal device sirnibr to the Vdct . > 

ME gltsn.] Scot. Awry : amiss. *Vmi 
a-glimmer (s-gUm'sr) adj. & adv. Clirnmering faintly 
a-glitter a d/, Clittering: sparkling . -«^iit/t« < 

A-glow (a^loO adl & adv. Glowing. 

*^SrS° , i»2*5 fl i 07 ^yeme <4eon*) a. a nonsugar c 
nent of a grycoade. that is resoirable through hydrolysis 
agamnate (ig-m^nlt. -oaf) also ag-mi-nafrd (ni'tld) a 
Lat flgmen. agmin-, multitude.] flot Gathered in clusters, 
agnail (agWJ.a. [ME angnaif. corn < OE angiuEgef. a soret 
•.the nad : ang, tight r^get aaill LA^SlIaT 
swelling or sore around a fingernail or toenail. - 
ag-nate (Jg-nir*) adj. [Lat agnatui, a relation on the father's t 
p.part of agnosci. to be born in addition to : ad-, to + nasd. a 
born.] 1 Related on or descended from the male or father*! t 
iftorn a common source : akin, —n. - A . relative on the j 
Jather's side only, -ajuatfie (ag-nitUt) cd;. -«rn«f i-cal.i 
^asnsa'tfan n. 

Asrni fug-ne) a [Skt. agnih, fire.] The Vedic god of tire and i 
lan of humans. . 1 

ag-nOTnen (ag-ntfrnan) n., pi -nom-lii* (-nom'>na) lux 
to + nomen. name.] L An additional cognomen given to a ] 
atuen, often in honor of military victories. 2, A nickname. , 
jl [NLat < Ck. agnosia, ignorance : a-, " s 
gntfsis. knowledge < sigatoketo. to know.J Pathologic loss i 

■ tory, sensory, or visual comprehension. 

apnos-tic (ag-nos'tflt) a. f< Ck. ogn&roi. .unknown - a- 
gnfistoi, known < ttgndskeia to know.] One who believes thai toe 

' ttn * ao P mof °* *e existence of God but does not denyl 
posabiiicy that God exists. -^rWtic odj. -^asn^a^i 

a * rnOS * t4 ^ n L PhilnThz doctrine o- 

agnostics, holding that certainty or first or absolute truths are i 
tamable and that on y perceptual phenomena are objects cf.< 
knowledge. 2. A theological theory that does not deny God t 
mes the possibility- of kno wing Him. • ■ ■ ■ , 

As^ub De-i (Js/nas dfiT, an'yoos di% ag'noos') rL [iar.] ] 
Lamb of Cod, an emblem of Christ 2. An iconographic rep 

^ Pf 1 h A UtUr P Ml to CbnS. • ' , 
a-go (>go ) adi & adv. [ME, p.part of agon, id go away < OEa 
d- (intensive) + gdn, to go.] Earlier than the p rcjeot time: 
<thxce months ago><died long ago> 

meag Ina state of excitement and keen anticipation, 
-agog ruff. vat. of -acogut. • -t 

a go-go also a'go-go (9-^-) 0 dv. (Fr,, galore. ] tn \ f« j 

lively manner : ENIRCETICALLT. J 

"Wf*""? "*« 0 8 ^ L *S°ge* < Gk. .dgogos < ageu 
Iead.J A subsunce that stimulates the flow of <hemaro3tue> 
a-goxie (^o n «, a^sa') ajr. A adv , [M£ ofaroa t 

away. -see acq ] Archaic Cone by :PA?r 

(a-RSn'ik, >goo'-) «df. [< Ck. agCnca : a-, not -r 
. angle.] Having do angle. 

agonic line a An imaginary line on the earth's surface t 
points where the magnetic dedina tion is are 

ag-O-nist (ag**oIst) n. [Back-formation < antagonist.]!. PaP 
A muscle that contracts and is opposed by contraction in 
muscle tlK antagonist 2. One involved in a struggle or compeno- 

ag^o-xiifrtic (Ig-MHs-tft) also og o-nis-ti-caJ ( tMot) a^Tra 
ogdrurriAos < agoniirA. combatant < agdn, contest] L ArgumS 
tive . comhaave. 2. Struggling to achieve effect. 3. Of or relSI 
athletic competitions, orig. ±osc of the ancient Creek*. - - J 
efcol-ty adv. 

s^o-Bizc fag'a-ntr') v. -alaed, -nisHn*- [OFr. agoniiS 

Med. .Lat agonizare < Ck. agOmzeithai, to struggle < agdn, coottst 
-vt 3. To ^be m extreme physical or emotional pain : suffer'^ 
tensely. 2. To nuke a great effort : struggle. — vt To cause r 
pain or anguish to. — og'o-alz'lairry adv 

ag-o^y (ig->ne) a., pj. -nic*. [ME agonie < OFr. < Med. Ut t 
ma < Gk. agflnia < agon, struggle.] 1, The juffering of intense i' 
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aggrandize • agony. 



ag-gran-dize (a-gxinW, IgVan-) vt -dixed. -dirki*, .dim. 

[Fr. a«grflndir,.^7andiK-.: a-, to (< Lat ad-) + .grandit to grow 
. larger < Lac grandire 5; grandii :largc J L To increase the scope of : 
...extend. 2. To make greater in power, influence, or reputation. 3. To 

exaggerate the qualities of : exalt. — 4£-gran'dize-ment (»«ran'. 

dlz-mant, -dtz*-) n. — aygran'dix'ex n. 

ag-gra-vate .(agVa-vaf) vt. -vat^d, -vafing, -vatea. [Ut aggra- 
vare, aggravat- : ad, to.+ gravare, to burden s gravis,. heavy.] L'.To 
make worse <bronchitis aggravated' by jmoking> 2. Informal. To 
annoy <a talkative student who aggravated the ttacher> — ag'gxa- 
vat'lnyly adv. — ag'gra'vm'tivc adf. — ag'xxa-va'tor n. ' V ■ > 

aggravated assault n. Law... Any f of various assaults that" are 
more serious than a common assault, esp. one performed with intent 
to commit a crime. • :t ■ ■ ... . 

ag-gra*va-tion (ag'ra-va'shan) a J. The act of aggravating or state 
of being aggravated. 2. One that irritates or makes worse. 3, Informal 
Annoyance : vexation. • • ; 

aggregate (ag*i*git) ad/. [MEnggregat < Lat aggregate, to add to 
• ad-, to + gregare, to collect- <*grex. flock] L Gathered together 
into a mass constituting a whole. 2. Bol Crowded or massed into a 
dense cluster. 3. Composed of a mixture' of mirierak separable by 
mechanical means. — il (-git); JL A total or whole considered with 
reference *o its constituent pans <an empire that was the aggregate 
of many states > 2. The mineral materials, as sand or stone; used in 
making concrete, —vt. (-gat') -gmd, -gat-ing. -sates. L To gather 

■into a mass, sum, or whole. 2, To amount to. — atfgre-gate-ry.'odv. 
— agg regation n. — ag'grc-ga'tive adj. asfcrvga'toxa . . 

aggregate fruit n. A fruit, aa the raspberry, developed from the 
pistils of a single flower and consisting of a ma« 0 f drupelets. 




aggregate fruit 

Two types of &ggre%au. fruit: 
.{left} a :aspbtny and (right) 
a strawberry 



ag*gxess,.(a-gres') vL -grcued, -KrcsaHn^ -greaa-ea. [Fr. oggr&Jser 
<Lat aggradi : ad-, toward + gradi. to, go.] To commit aggression. 

ag-gres'sion (srgresh'an) n. 1. Initiation of forceful,, usu. hostile 
action against another i attack. 2. The practice of attacking or en- 
croaching, esp. in violation of . territorial rights : invasion. 3. Psycho- 
anal Hostile action or behavior. 

ag'gxes-sive (a-greslv). adj. L Hostile : combauve. 2. a. Energetic 
and enterprising, b. Boldly assertive. — «rcres'aive*ly adv. — ay 
gres'sivenesn n. 

ag-gres-sor (s-greYar) a One that engages in aggression, 
ag-grieve (>greV) vt. -grieved, -griering, ^ritvea. [MEagre- 
. . ven < OFr. agrever < Lat. aggravare, to make worse, —see AGGRA- 
VATE.] lvTo distress or afflict 2. To injure unjustly. . 
. ag grieved (a-grevd') adj. 1. reeling distress or affliction. 2. Treated 
wrongly : offended. 3. Law. Treated unjusdy, as by.a decision of a 
court. -rog-grieVed-ly (a-gre'vid-le) adv. — ag-grlev'cdiicaa n. 
a*gha (a'ga,.ag'a) a var. .0/ ACA. 

a-ghast (a-gist') adj. [ME agast, .p.part of agarten, to frighten : a- 
.. (intensive) + gasten, to frighten < OE gaatan < g&st. ghost] 
Stricken with horror : appalled. 

agile (aj'ai; ajU') adj. [OFr.'< Lat ogttu < agere, to impel.] L Able 
to move quickly and easily : nimble. 2. Mentally alert -ac'ile-Jy 
adv. -ag'ile.neas n. -a-gil'My (a-jD'T-te) n. 



fa-gin (a-gln') prep. Regional Against 
ag-ing (a'jlhg).n. 1. The proccs 



_ _ , . process of becoming old or mature, 2. An 

artificial process for imparting the characteristics and properties of 
age, as to wood. 

ag-i-o (5('e-o') a, pi -oa, [ItaL < Med. Gk. attagian, exchange < 
allege, change < alios, other.] 1. A premium paid for exchanging one 
currency for another. 2. An allowance or premium for the difference 



agi-ta-tox (a^-tirtar) a 1. One who agitates; esp. one wi 
in polincal agitation. 2. A mechanism that shakes or sti 
washing machine,- . 

ag-it-prop (a^t-prop') a. [R., department of agitation ; 
ganda ; agitaisiya, agitation: + propaganda, propaganda, 
nist-oriented political propaganda disseminated esp. thro 
ture, drama, art, 01 music 

A*gla-ia (>gU% a-glTa) a [Ck. < ogiaio, splendor < aglac 
Gk. Myth. One of the Three Graces. 

a-gleam (>^lcm') adj. & adv. Shining brightly : gleamd* 

ag-let (agTit) n. [ME < OFr. aguiZIette, dim. of ogiulle 
LLat acicula, dim. of Lat oou, needle.] 1. A tag or metal 
the end of a lace, cord, or ribbon to facilitate its passin 
eyelet holes. 2. An ornamental device similar to the aglet 

a.*gley (>gC ( *gla', ^gle') adv. [Scottish : a-, on + gUy. a 
ME giiea] Scot. Awry : amiss. ■ . 

a "*S m * mer (»<fini'") adj. & adv. Glimmering faintly 

a-glit-ter (a-gllt'si) adj. Glictering : sparkling. — a^Ut-te: 

a-glo w o-gleo adj. . & adv. .Glowing. ... . 

a-gly con (a-gil'kon) or a-glycoue (-kon') a A nonsug 
nent .of a grycoside that is resolvable through hydrolysis. 

agminate (ag'jn^nJt, -naf }.also ag-mi-nat*ed ( ni'ti 
Lat agmaL agmia-, multitude.] Bot. Gathered in clusters. 

ag-xuul (ag'nil').a [M£ angnnff, com < OE angnaigel a & 
the nail : ong- ; .tight najgei. nail.] 1. A hangnail. 2. 1 

' swelling or sore- around a fingernail or. toenail. 

agnate (ag'naf ) adj. [Lat agrmtm. a relation on the fatht 
p.part of agnosct to be bom in addition to : ad- t to + rw 
bora.] 2. Related on or descended from the male or fatb 
2. From a common source : akin. — n. A .relative on the 
father's side only. — ag-naf ic (5g-naflk) ad). ^ag^uLf i-u 
— *g*iiatioii a 

Agni (ug'ne) a [Skt agnih, fire.] The Vedic god of fire ai 
ian of humans. 

agnomen (ag-nO'raan) n., pi -nam-ina (-nfimVno) [I 
to + nomen, name] JL Aa additional cognomen given to . 
citizen, often in honor, of military victories. 2. A nickname 
agno-sia (ig-n6'zhs) a [NLat < Gk. agnOsia, ignorance < 
gnosis, knowledge < gjgnoskein. to know.] Pathologic loss 
tory, sensory, or .visual comprehension, 
agnos'tic (ag-nos'tik) a [< Gk. ngnOstos, .unknown : a 
gndstos, known < gignGskein, to know.] One who believes tl 
can be no proof of the existence of God but does not t 
possibility that God exists. — agnoa'tic adj. — ag-nos'ti-c* 
ag-nosti-cism (ag-nos'tl-slz'am) a L Philos. Thedoctrin 
agnostics, holding that certainty or first or absolute truths i 
tainable and that only perceptual phenomena arc objects 
knowledge. 2. A theological theory that does not deny Goc 
nies the possibility, of knowing Him. ■ 
Ag*nus D«*i (ag'nas dfiT, an'ydos da ; e, ag'noos') a [Lat 
Umb of God, an emblem of Christ 2. An iconographic rei 
. aon of the Agnus DeL 3. A liturgical prayer to Ghrist 
a^go (a-goO adj. & adv. [ME, p.part of agon, to go away < O 
d- (intensive) + gtfn, to go ] EarUer than the present tim 
< three months ago > < died long ago > 
a-gog (a-gog*) adv. & adj. [ME agogge < OFr. en gogue, ij 
ment] In a state of excitement and keen anticipation 
-agog suff. var. of -acocue. 

a go-go alio a-go-go (a-go-g6') adv. [Fr,, galore. ] In a ! 
hvcly manner : energettcallt. 

-agogue or -agog suff. [LLat -agogw < Gk. ^ogos < a 
lead.] A substance that stimulates the flow of <hemagogue 

a-gone (»-g6n', >g6n') ad\. & adv.. [ME agoa p.part. of ago 
away, —see AGO.] Archaic. Cone by : PAST. . 

a-goxuic (3-g6nlk, a-gon'-) ad;. [< Gk. agdnoi : a-, not + 
angle.] Having no angle. 

agonic line a An imaginary line on the earth's surface con 
points where the magnetic declination is zero. 

ag-o*nist (ag'a-nJst) a [Back-formation < antagonist.] 1. i 
A muscle that contracts and is opposed by contraction in : 
muscle, the antagonist 2. One involved in a struggle or comp 

ag-o-nis-tic (ig'a-nls'tik) also ag-o-nis*ti>cal ( ti-kal) at 
agoautikoj < agdnisUs. combatant < agtfn. contest] 1. Argt 
tive : combative. 2. Stniedine rn achiir^f. r.ffrrr .a. Of nr r**l; 
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Stedman's Medical Dictionary 



aggregate (ag're-gat) 

L To unite or come together in a mass or cluster. 2. The total of individual 
units making up a mass or cluster. [L. ag-grego, pp. -atus, to add to, fr grex 
(greg-X a flock] 
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Main Entry: ^g-gre-gate 

Pronunciation: 'a-gri-g&t 
Function: adjective 

Etymology: Middle English aggregat, from Latin aggregaius, past participle of 
aggregare to add to, from ad- + greg-, grex flock 
Dale: 15th century 

: formed by the collection of units or particles into a body, mass, or amount : 
t:0],Li;CTiV lL; as a CO : clustered in a dense mass or head <an aggregate flower> (2) : 
formed from several separate ovaries of a single flower <aggregate fruio b : composed 
of mineral crystals of one or more kinds or of mineral rock fragments c : Liking all units as 
a whole <aggregate sales> 
- ag-grcgate^ly adverb 
• ag-gregate*ittss noun 
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\a\asoinmop \j\asJinjob \u\ as oo in foot information 
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Main Entry: 2 ag-gre-gate 

Pronunciation: --gAt 

Function: transitive verb 

Inflected Form(s): ~gat-cd; -gat-ing 

Dale: 15lh century 

1 : to colJect or gather into a mass or whole 

2 : to amount in the aggregate to : lA'tAL, 
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Main Entry: 3 ag-grcgate 
Pronunciation: -g&t 
Function: noun 
Date: 15ch century 

1 : a mass or body of units or pans somewhat loosely associated with one another 

2 : the whole sum or amount ; SUM TOTAL 

3 a : an aggregate rock b : any of several hard inert materials (as sand, gravel, or slag) 
used for mixing with a cementing material to form concrete, mortiir, or plaster c : a 
clustered mass of individual soil particles varied in shape, ranging in size from a 
microscopic granule to 3 small crumb, and considered the basic structural unit of soil 

4 : SE3L21 

5 : MONETARY AGGREGATE 

- in the aggregate : considered as a whole : COLLECTtvI-L V <dividends for the year 
amounted in the aggregate to 25 million doilars> 
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aggregate 

<£p©!o^>Agr^ofs£ecjga, other than a s&ggag, vjtoan a ga&fl, or a group of asbp^ wthm a aecies 
An aggregate ©ax b* denoted by a group name interpolated in parentheses. 
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Nest; ftWFCgrfgfifflL ftgfflCgatWP. flggra&jo, aggression, aeeresaivenaftt 
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